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= ‘Project lieam,Introductions

" MeetingPurpose & Agenda
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Purpose of Meeting:

* |nform the publiciabout the preject:

= Provide epportunity for input, comments, and guestions.

Agenda:

» 6:30.— 7:30.p.m. Open House
= 280 —8:00 p.m: Presentation
= 8:00 =900 prm Q&A/Coniments Session
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Presentation Overview

Project Description

Project Alternatives & Variations

Schedule & What'st Next

@Questions: & AnsSWers
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Project Description:

=~ The I-580 HOV Lane Project would construct HOV
(carpool) in the 1-580 corridor and auxiliary lanes at
selected locations.. Study limits are from west of the |-

580/1-680'Interchange:-to east of: Greenville Road'in the
Livermore Valley.

Purpose & Need:

= Reduce congestion and delay and improve traffic safety
and operations while encouraging use ofi alternative
transportation modes.
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Cost Estimates &

PRELIMINARY ' COSTS

JotalfProject Cost:* $80,000,000!to)$250,000,000 plus

FUNDING

Iiraffic Congestion ReliefiBrogram® $25,000,000
Other Statedransportation Funds” $45.000,000

New:Measure B $10,000,000

Tri-Valley: lrransperiation Development Fee e 0)0)0)10)6)0)
$88,000,000

“‘Pendingiresoelution of state budger:
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* The study limits for traffic N\

operations are from west of

1-580/1-680 Interchange to ) PLEASANTON
east of Greenville Road in
the Livermore Valley.

Limits of Project
Alternatives *
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= Proposed Alternatives
* No Build
o Alternative 1, Variations 1.1, 1.2
o Alternative 2; Variations 2.1, 2.2, 2.3
. Alternative 3, Variations 3.1

o Alternative 4
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No Build Alternative

" Under a “No Build Alternative,” the HOV |lane

project would not be pursued. Other

approved projects would continue to go

forward:
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mAlternative 1

* HOV Lanes, in the Median ((llassajara Rd: to
Vasco Rd.)

" Variation 1.1

o HOV LLanes In the Median, Extended to
Greenville Rd:

m Variation 4.2

* 'HOV Lanes in the Median, Extended to
Greenyille Rd.;; and with'Freeway Widened

for Standard Shoulders
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Tassajara Road to Vasco Road

Tessslora Roed o Vaseo Roed |
[ Veration 1.1: Extended to Groenvile |
[ Veration 1.2 with Froewey Widened for Stendend Shouders |
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VARIES

152-158' (45.6m-47.6m) +/-
@
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48'(14.4m) (10.8m-12.8m)
4 LANES MEDIAN
MIX FLOW (Sm} : {3m)
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BARRIER RAILING
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(Without Auxiliary Lane)
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Alternative.2

. HOV. Lanes Outside the Mediamwith Ereeway \Widened (Tassajara
Rd. to Vasco Rd.)

Variation 2.1

« HOV LLanes Outside the'Medianwith'Freeway-Widened, Extended to
Greenville Rd.

Variation:2.2

- 'HOV LLanes Outside the Median with Ereeway Widened and Busi Ramp
to Dublin/Pleasanton BART Station

Variation 2.3

« Eastbound only HOV LLanes Outside the Median withiEreeway Widened;
Extended to Greenville Rd.
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Tassajara Road to Vasco Road I
Variation 2.1: Extended to Greenville I

Variation 2.3: Eastbound Only HOV Lanes
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152'-158' (45.6m-47.6m) +/-

E ALAS80
10 = 3642
VARIES (3m) \ 48' (14.4m) | (10.8m-12.8m) 48 (14.4m) VARIES

4 LANES 10’ MEDIAN 10' 4 LANES
SHLDR MIX FLOW (STO“) “ ' " (3m) MIX FLOW

I [

EXIST PAVEMENT \ EXIST CABLE EXIST PAVEMENT
BARRIER RAILING

SHLDR

SHLDR

NO SCALE

180'-186' (54m-56m) +/- i
PROPOSED ¢ H PROPOSED

VARIES 12 12 3642 , 12 : :
N VARIES : 48'(14.4m) X (10.6m-12.8m) | 48 (14.4m) 6m) | VARIES | I

I

X

4 LANES 100 MEDIAN ¢ 4LANES
MIX FLOW (am) ‘ : | (3m) MIX FLOW

SHLDR‘ 3 ]SHLDR
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BARRIER
NO SCALE

Proposed Typical Section
(Without Auxiliary Lane)
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mAllernative S

« HOV Lanes Outside: ol Median with-Freeway.
Widened and Median Widened for BAR T
(Tassajara-Rd: torVasco Ra.)

m\/aration 3.1

« HOV:LLanes Outside of Median with Freeway
Widened-and Viedian-\Widened for BART;
ExtendedtorGreenville-Rd:
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‘ Tassajara Road to Vasco Road I
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AllernativessianudiVanation 3.1 — Typical Cross

152-158' (45.6m-47.6m) +/-
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(BART TYPE D) OR
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Proposed Typical Section
(Without Auxiliary Lane)
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. Alternative 4

* Median Widened for BART with Express/HOT (High
Occupancy Toll) Lanes Outside the Median and

Ereeway WidenedirompliassajararRd:torGreenville
Rd.
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Proposed Typical Section
(Without Auxiliary Lane)
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Q&A Guidelines:

- Ralse your handise we can bring youa
micrephone

= One person speaks at a time; let others
finish speaking

= imit questions/comments to 3' minutes

Don’t Forget To:
= Sign the sign-in sheet
®  Drop off or mail comment card with

k P
‘!l additional comments
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For Eurther Infermation

= Go to www.accma.ca.gov.

= Contact Jean/ Hart, Deputy’ Director, Alameda County.
Congestion Management Agency,  510-836-2560

= Emaili mail@accma.ca.qoV.
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